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bourgeoisie is inconsistent, it may recoil from the revolution. Therefore, comrades and fellow workers, please do not think of joining a provisional government, for, if you do, the bourgeoisie will certainly recoil, and the sweep of the revolution will thereby be diminished!
One side says: puslh the revolution forward, to its consummation, in spite of the resistance or the passivity of the inconsistent bourgeoisie.
The other side says: do not think of carrying the revolution to completion independently, for if yooi do, the inconsistent (bourgeoisie will recoil from it.
Are these not two -diametrically opposite paths? Is it not obvious that one set of tactics absolutely excludes the other? That the first tactics are the only correct tactics of revolutionary Social-Democracy, while the second are in fact purely Osvobozhdeniye tactics?
13. CONCLUSION. DARE WE WIN?
People who are superficially acquainted with the state of affairs in Russian Social-Democracy, or who judge as mere onlookers without knowing the whole history of our internal Party struggle since tfhe days of Economism, very often also dismiss the disagreements on tactics which have now become -crystallized, especially after tlhie Third Congress, with the simple argument that there are two natural, inevitable and quite reconcilable trend's in every Social-Democratic movement. One side, they say, lays special emphasis on the ordinary, current, everyday work, on the necessity of developing propaganda and agitation, of preparing forces, deepening the movement, etc., while the other side lays emphasis on the militant, general political, revolutionary tasks of the movement, points to the necessity of armed insurrection, advances the slogans': for a revolutionary-democratic dictatorship, for a provisional revolutionary